T he scene is a smithy, and the blacksmith is acting as tooth-drawer to an old lady while her husband looks on;
'Why squeeze your Hat, and seize my Cap As if you dreaded some Mishap. Prove not your Spirits on the Rack See a Licentiate Not a Quack'
The print itself was used to illustrate a chapter in The Roots of Dentistry edited by Christine Hillam in 1990 for the British Dental Association, and the introduction to the chapter makes it clear that some of those who treated teeth and toothache were licensed by the Company of Barber Surgeons of London, or by their local bishop. 1 
Background
Recent discoveries in the archives of Lambeth Palace Library relating to medical licensing by the Vicar General of the Archbishop of Canterbury a century earlier than the doggerel, have come as a useful addition to the historical record, showing practitioners of the dental arts registering under the same exacting terms as their medical colleagues, at a time when the Church was the major licensing authority for medicine and surgery outside London.
The Archbishop of Canterbury could, and still can, award degrees, and he and the other Bishops could award medical licences, although the practice had fallen into abeyance some hundred years previous to the passing of the Medical Acts of 1858, 2 which set up The General Council of Medical Education and Registration of the United Kingdom.
Detailed work on the registration functions in Medicine which were part of the normal business of the Church was taken in hand by A. W. J. Haggis, who from 1937 until his untimely death in 1946, worked in the Wellcome Library. This work has not been published, and Haggis was unaware of all of the Lambeth Data. Others who preceded and followed him, 3 have their important contributions acknowledged in the introductory essay and selected reading list appended to the Directory of Medical Licences at Lambeth. 4 As Haggis showed, and the Lambeth papers confirm, the Church's medical registrations by far outnumbered those of the Royal Colleges and Universities.
The first licences following the Henrician statute of 1511, were those issued by the vicar general on behalf of the Archbishop of Canterbury, and were limited to the province of Canterbury. However, none is recorded in Lambeth Palace Library until Archbishop Grindal's register in 1576.
After the Peter's Pence Act of 1533, 5 the Archbishop, through his Master of the Faculties, issued dispensations throughout all England. Applicants were expected to provide evidence of their medical or surgical expertise, such as letters testimonial. Where the candidate was recommended by local clergy, physicians, or parishioners, or a mixture of these, the Faculty Office insisted on the countersigning or examination by two fellows of the College of Physicians. 6 The relevant Act of Henry VIII earlier mentioned, which was brought into being by the renaissance genius of Cardinal Wolsey and the physician Thomas Linacre, and on the requirements of which the Church insisted, is clear: 7 '.... [that] 9 In the longer Vicar General list are the names of four men and one woman skilled in dentistry. Two of the men, John Anthony, and Peter Hemet, are described as purely practising on the teeth, and from the entry for Peter Hemet it can be seen that the status and function of the tooth-drawer can fairly be associated with the later term dentist, for his fiat states that he may 'practise y e branch of chirurgery of Tooth drawer and all the operations belong to the same part', and his signatories are three surgeons, one of whom, Stephen Ronjat, having been the late King's Serjeant Surgeon. The documentary evidence for Elizabeth Moore, a medical practitioner, highlights her skills in the treatment of toothache.
The documents at Lambeth show that the Archbishop of Canterbury's Vicars General licensed 12 female medical practitioners, of whom Elizabeth Moore was the second last, and was the only one to be singled out for her dental and oral medicine skills. The last woman licensed was Mary Rose in 1696.
Three of the 'dentists' were licensed in Latin before 1625, then Mrs Moore's documents are in English in 1689, and so are those of the last, Peter Hemet, who was licensed in 1702. The earlier Latin entries are significant from the medical ethics standpoint, as they adhere to a formal convention, and make it quite clear, for example in these extracts translated from William Lee's entry (Fig. 1 ' In this the requirements for registration and continued registration 400 years ago look much the same as those of today. Important points lie also in the incidental detail, for example, as can be seen above, conservation of teeth was counted as more important than extraction.
As well as providing an invaluable guide to the tasks expected of the tooth-drawer, as seen earlier, the later, post civil war, English documents are interesting for their revelation of the range of cures claimed. The front page of that of Mrs Moore is illustrated (Fig. 2) . Although she cannot be claimed as the first woman dentist, as it is only as part of her skill that dentistry features, it is reasonable to see in her both the enlightenment of the Church that registered her, and the place of dentistry in such a general medical practitioner's life, since Mrs Moore's remedies for dental ills could have been medical or surgical, for the four signatories to her testimonial declare her to be 'of good skill in Physic and Chirurgery, and very fit (in our opinion) to practise them'. The licensing of these 'dentists' and female practitioners suggests perhaps an enlightened Archbishop or Vicar General. Of the dental entries three are under George Abbot, Archbishop 1610-1633, and Sir Thomas Ridley, Vicar General 1611-1628 and two under two Archbishops but one Vicar General (William Sancroft, Archbishop 1678-1689, Thomas Tenison, Archbishop 1695-1715,George Oxenden, Vicar General 1688-1703) This suggests that the Vicar General wielded the influence, but further evidence would be needed to make this assertion with any confidence. It certainly points to a rapid development in the hundred years since the flurry of Henrician Acts relating to medicine, and it can be regretted that the pace was not maintained. However it started, the development for women and for 'dentists' can be seen as a bold move in the context of the initially discouraging words of the 1511 Act: It is to the class of 'Artificers' that the toothdrawers may have been considered to have belonged until the twentieth century. It is no discredit to be an artisan, the problem lay with going beyond their capabilities.
As well as evidence of their 'cunning' or knowledge, and suitability, an oath or affirmation was required of candidates. After the reformation this Oath required both agreement to selected items of the 39 articles and loyalty to the Crown.
By kind permission, Lambeth Palace Library has allowed the publication of the entries relating to the four seventeenth century, and one early eighteenth century, dentists.
The numbers preceding the names are the numbers of the entries in the Directory, which also provide location by town and county, along with full notes and two introductory essays. The lists are available to scholars via the internet, address: www.lambethpalacelibrary.org
The Lambeth Directory entries
The George who is mentioned is the Archbishop, George Abbot.
WHITEING (WHITINGE) (Edward) of
St. Margaret, Ipswich, Suffolk. 10 March 1622: Abbot 2, f.201v. (Fig. 3) 'Georgius etc Dilecto nobis in christo Edwardo Whiting... ' 
'George etc to our Beloved in Christ Edward Whiting of the parish of St Margaret in the town of Ipswich of the diocese of Norwich and

Women in practice
That women were in practice as toothdrawers 60 years later is known, Lilian Lindsay in A Short History of Dentistry draws atten-tion to Fielding's account in 1754 of a 'female of great eminence in the art' in Wapping, 10 so this earlier inclusion of a specific mention of dental expertise in a woman in the Lambeth records is an important backward extension of the historical record.
It can also be claimed that women extracted teeth in the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries, as evidenced by implication in the secular entry of Isabell Warwicke to the Gild of Barber Surgeons of York in 1572 as a surgeon, for as R. A. Cohen in his authoritative introduction 11 to the 1969 facsimile edition of Charles Allen's 1685 book The Operator for the Teeth points out, the regulations of the Gild (sic) 12 specifically mention 'dentium extractione' as a function of surgery, Fig. 2 (Fig. 2,5) Letters testimonial signed by Edward Moore, Isaac Laughton, M.A., Richard Mousse, rector of Bowden Parva, Leics., 
Conclusion
Although it seems for lack of evidence to the contrary that this flurry of licenses was a false dawn in the ethico-legal development of the profession, the system of training, examination, initial licensing, and continuing registration required of the few who are recorded, bears so close a resemblance to that of today that it does not seem in the least quaint, and casts a new light on the other surviving evidence. These were serious people going about the serious business of delivering dental healthcare as best they were able within the knowledge of the day.
The seventeenth century was a time of astonishing advance in scientific medicine and surgery, well described by Lilian Lindsay in her A Short History of Dentistry already mentioned. William Harvey had published his findings on the circulation of the blood in 1628, Malpighi identified the capillaries in 1666, and in dentistry the Microscopist Anton van Leeuwenhoek identified the dentinal tubules and bacteria in the materia alba. Since he submitted 375 papers to the Royal Society, his work was freely available in England. The earliest surviving English treatise on dentistry, Charles Allen's The Operator for the Teeth, 13 Comparable hard evidence of the development of the ethico-legal basis of dentistry in the seventeenth century is sparse, and this unsuspected new information is most welcome. That it has come to light now is thanks entirely to the eagle eye and meticulous classification of Miss Melanie Barber, *
